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Claim Slatos 

Claims 1-8, 1! -24, and 26-29 are pending in the application. This paper amends claims 26 
and 28, but does not cancel claims or add new claims. Claims 1 , 24, 26, and 28 are the independent 
claims of the application. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

In the Office Action, the Examiner objected to claim 28 as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim., but indicated thai this claim would be allowable if rewritten in independent form, 
including all of the limitations of its base and all intervening claims. Applicant gratefully 
acknowledges the notification of allowable subject' matter in claim 28. The claim has now been 
rewritten in independent form, including all of the limitation?; of its base claim I. There were no 
intervening claims. Accordingly, claim 28 should now be allowable. 

Art Rejections 

Claims 1-4,6,8, 10, 11., 15- 18, 24, 26, 27, and 29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Fisher et at. , U.S. Patent Number 5,835,896 ("Fisher") in view of Hill, U.S. 

Patent Number 5,970,471 ("Hill"}. Claims 20-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being 
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unpatentable o\c 1 ishci in view ol }(■},, and further m \ie\\ of Ojfiuai Not.ce < lanm * and " 
wud rejected rnder ^ I *5 C $ HHf.n as being irap^tetitahe o\ei 1 sshct m \\c\\ ol Ihli and 
itnthe* hi \ ica ot \ndenon I S Patent Number o 53^ o"8 t 1 \rderson 5 ( latms 12-14 and is) 
Suuid rejected tinder I *» ( ^ 10>{a> a- bemg unpatentable o\a i idler tn wcw of Mill and 
blithe* - in \iew ol uodm <.'%>' I s Patent Numc ^ v)0 I ^ rtiodn t i hum 2 Wands rejected 
uudei 3^1 s C ^ 1 0^(a) as burg unpatentable o\ ei I is let tn \kw ot I Itll and hatha in s tew <">t 
Burke I s Patent Numbu ft 026 }~ 7 f Burke t 1 oi the follow nig teasuns, \ppheaut tespceilulK 
traverses these rejections. 

We have pre\ tous!\ aigued that independent claim 1 revues a pet \othdized am tsoti monitor 
for pet \oiu!iceJ ton (>on monitoring ofahp t /^ from thsphtr.thn < >f tnaepemh'inh waving grapbit at 
art j) % that ha\e fhs.n ti/eitcd tor nunnionng and bidding h\ a Nddtt, Mhc/i'in ibv perwiafcui 
auLitoii monitor pcriodho'h and automauealtx updated mfh >u ;, v <> tains aifonnatum at user 
progt ati'mabic tiitenn/s, and that Ksher docs not dtseio.se or Miagesi such personah/ed aueiron 
monitor In particular w e argued tliat means for selecting one or more objects foi monitor ms;. such 
as ihsherN pomtme de\iee 2o0. h\ tisel! is not a means tor monitoring In response to this 
atgument the Oil tee \eifou asset ted thai 'die exact limitation i* "mnuns for \eh'e!utg <>ih ot mors 
objeefs... ' [and this] limitation is directed to the function of selecting and not the function of 
monitoring." 

\\ e lespccttulK r equevi the f \aminei to le-icad the independent claims once uL<am 1 ach ot' 
the independent claims lecste^- in one variation ot anothet a p t noimhzid atuinm monitor 
Independent claim 1 tot example, ieette\ a " personah/ed auction monitor for personalized auction 
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rvomtornu: oi object iron? the plutabt\ of mdeperdemh inoung graphical array > that ha\e boon 
sdtxied tot monstoung and btddnry b\ a bidder wheiem the persouals/vd auuion monitor rs 
periodicals and automatical upt'atod wnh new status inhumation at usu punn, mmahie iMerwiK 
independent e arm 24 scenes a 'personal i/ed auction raorm<x tot personalized auction momtomg of 
those ob]cUs ^elected b\ a bidder and independent elaim 2o as amended tecjks a personalized 
aiichun monitor foi personated auction momtonng o! those objects selected b\ a bidder, wbeicin 
the pu^onah/ed auction inonuot is peuodiealK and autoniaikalh updated wnh new -taius 
mtoimaikm at user piogrammabL* niteixaK" \ ishei and the other <etererees ilbll \ndeison 
Godm BurLc) do not diss, ose 01 surest these Imitations \i leas? for this season, Vpplieaut 
tespeainlh submits that each o| the independent ehrms S 2- and 2o is patentable o\ei the 
iderences (dependent chums should be patentable at Las? for the reasons applicable to their 
respech vl base dami > and mte;\emri£ claims, j( ,m\ 
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For the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that, all pending claims are 
patentable. To discuss any mailer pertaining to the present application, the Examiner is invited to 
call the undersigned attorney at (858) 720-943 1 . 

Having made an effort to bring the application in condition for allowance, a timely notice to 
this effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: November 5. 200? /Anatolv S. Weiser/ 

Anatoly S Weiser, Reg. No. 43.229 
3525 Dei Mar Heights Road, #295 
San Diego, C A 92130 
(858) 720-9431 
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